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F nu PAPA. 


Tr. mayn't be improper in this Place to take 
a little Notice of Mr. Norman's unexpected 
Apology, in the Introduction of his Letter, 
for his publick Animadverſions upon my Effay. 
The Caſe ſtands thus; I gave him a Sketch 
of my Thou ghts upon Preſcience in Writing. 
He obliged me with his Remarks upon it. I 
ö obſerved in Anſwer, how far I was fo happy 
as to agree with him, and in what Particulars 
I cou'd not as yet perceive the Force of his 
Reaſonings, and was therefore under a Neceſſi- 
ty to differ from him. Upon this he drops the iſ 
Debate, and leaves me under the full Weight WM 
of my Difficulties. And yet “ he was a little 
s ſurprized it ſeems, (and not a little offended) || 
C to find my Reply or a good Part of it made 
„ publick; and that they were his own Ob- 
J jections (and as well as he cou'd remember) 
in his own Words, that 1 had anſwered, 
though his Name was not mentioned“. But 
why ſhou'd it ſurprize him, that I ſought lor 
public Help, when private Satisfadtion was 
_ deny'd me? Or, why not Mr. Norman's Objecti- 
ons as well as another Man- s, ſince his Name 
was not mentioned? And why not in his own _ 
Words, ſince they were his own Objettions ? 
His were, but a few of the many I have taken 
| Notice of, and which were communicated to 
7 Wl me 


ivy The PREFACE. 
me in private : And yet he is the only Perſon, 
as I remember, who has ſhew'd himſelf diſ- 
pleaſed at this promiſcuous and publick Reply 
to them. Well, © as; things ſtood, it wou'd, 
© he apprehends, have been more friendly, | 
« if I had left every Thing of his out of the 
Debate. But why ore friendly to have 
palled by his Objections: as 7r/f ing f Tm ture 
it wow'd not have been wore Jul, had I ſup- 


| _ preſſed them as anan/werable. Tho' had he 


deſired it. in Seaſon, his Requeſt wou'd have 
been ſacred with me. And yet be might at 
| leaſt have gueſs'd at my Intention, by what 
I had done already in my three Letters, where 
T have taken the fame Freedom with one of 
his Objections without Rebuke. He is pleaſ- 
ed indeed to ſpeak ſomething diminutively 
concerning the Accuracy ol his written 11 
whereas had it been true, who wou'd have 
imputed the Haccuracy to Mr. Norman more 
than to another? Since my Curreſpondents were 
many, and their Names not mentioned. Or, 
will his publick Apology for it correct any ſin- 


gle Impropriety, or ſereen him from the Re- 


marks of the Captious ? But © as he was not 
4 ſolicitous about Exactneſs in the Arrange- 
4 ment of the Thoughts contained ih that Let- 
7 ter, nor in the manner of expreſſing them, ſo 
& he did not (he tells me) think a Copy of 'W 
c worth preſerving”. And my Reply to it 
had, perhaps, the lame Fate; elſe it is not eaſy 
to account for his inti re Silence as to ſeveral 
material things, which an ingenuous Opponent 
muſt, I Cconceiye, Fey haye endeayoured to re- 
N tte: 


The PREFACE _v 
"faite; or have frankly yielded to me. But to 
N this by; if I who have ſeen both Letters, 


may be reckoned a competent Judge: The 

Propriety of the Diction, the Di/poſition of the | 
_ Sentiments, and the Civility in that written 
one, are in no reſpect inferior to what he has 
| ſhewn ſince in theſe his pronted Anuimadverſions. 
But a poor Excuſe is better than none at all, 
when we are inclined to be angry; or may ſtand 
in need of an Apology for ſuch a Conduct in 


our publick Performances, which intimate 


Friendſhip and the moſt obliging Correſpon- 5 


dence in private might ſeem to forbid. 


. However, as what I have done, he tells 
<« me, gives him no great Uneaſineſs; ſo it 
& will, "he preſumes, occaſion none to me, that 
<« he is one of the many thouſands, that think 

ee me very much miſtaken ”, And he preſumes 

very right; for why ſhou'd this occaſion any 
OUncaſineſs unto we, more than it ſhou'd to him? 
That I am one of the many ten thouſands, that 
think Mr. Norman very much mittaken alſo, 


in ſuppoſing that any can prevent what will 


be ; or, in extending the eternal Foreknowledge 
of God beyond the Decree. Every Cabvanift wo 


a Man, I need not tell him, are either for hold- 
ing both, or for giving up of both; and will 


but ſmile at the Perſon, who ſhall amuſe them 
with ſuch Futurities as may never be; tho' were 
it otherwile, 18 7 ruth MO With the Multi- 3 


zude * 


Well, tho? he thinks me miſtaken as to the Gy 
Means : ; yet the End | aim at, he allows to be 
4 1 8 That my Deſign i is gocd, he can make 
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“ no doubt of. And it is apparent, he ſays, 
« that a Zeal for the Honour of God's moral 
t Perfections, and a Perſwaſion that the beſt of 
| © Beings. cannot. be cleared from having a c). 
| © fpable Concern in the fi nful Conduct of his 

| © Creatures, but upon my Principles, led me 
« into my Scheme of Thoughts. Now, be- 

lieve me, I had rather have a Deſign that is 
apparently good, tho it may be my misfortune 


| to be otherways er70%u204us,:;than have the 0905 


| Orthedox Faith without it. And had the an- 
| gry Gentlemen he ſpeaks of, the ſame good 
£ 229 in view, methinks for the Deſign jake 
they might have abated their Cenſures, at 
leaſt the Severity of them Muſt not ſuch 
Cenfurers be as uureaſonable as ſevere to condemn 
| the Error (if it be an Error) as dangerous, and 
| yet to blame the Man for uſing the likelief 
| Means to get clear of it? I never hope te lee 
that happy Day, when Chriſtians ſhall be of 
| one Mind in the great | Things of Chriſtianity, 
while it is made ſuch a Crime to /peak our: 
Minds. But as the Reflectionss of ſuch fiery 
| Zealets (as he juſtly. obſerves) are both ange- 
nuerous and uncharitable; fo he kindly aſſures 
me, he “ ſhall think it his Duty to be my Ad- 
vocate ” againſt them. Very obliging indeed! 
7 daa is it not a little unaccountable, that what 
my Friend ſhou'd think his Duty in one Part 
1 his Letter, ſhou'd be fo very little his Prac- 
lice in the other? Here, had his Inclination 
been as ſtrong as his Convidtion, how might 
he have expoltulated with Men of ſuch an in- 
temperate Spirit, and haye told them (as an 
eximious 


re PREFACE. vii 
eximious Author. expreſſes it;) < There is no- 
<« thing, Brethren, in which Men more deccive 
de themſelves than in what the World calls 
« "Zeal. It is certain, Sirs, where it is once 
4 Jaudable and prudential, it is an hundred 
Times criminal and erroneous. | 
„ ] wou'd have every zeilous Man of you 
4 examine his Heart thoroughly, and I be- 
. lieve, he will often find, that what he calls 
4 Teal for bis Religion, i is cither PRIDE or 
« TEL-NATURE. A Man who differs from 
& another in Opinion ſets himſelf above him in 
„ his own Judgment, and in ſeveral Particulars | 
4 pretends to be the wiſer Perſon. This is a 
“ A great Proyocation to the proud Man, and 
gives a keen Edge to what he calls his Teal. | 
And that this is the caſe very often, we may 
C obſerve from the Behaviour of ſome of the ft 
e moſt Zealous for Orthodoxy, who have often | 
great Friendſhips and Intimacies with vitious 
„ immoral Men, provided they do but agree WM 
<-with them in the ſame Scheme of Belief. 
„The reaſon is, - becauſe the vitious Believer 
4 gives the Precedeney to the virtuous Man, 
and allows the good Chriſtian to be the wor- 
„ thier Perſon, at "whe ſame time he cannot | 
Ph, come up to his Perfections. 5 1 
„eee contrary, it is certain Gentlemen, | 
tary our Zeal were true and genuine, we ſhon' d 
be much more angry with a Sinner than an 
„ Heretick, ſince there are ſeveral Caſes which 
4 may excuſe the latter before his great Judge, | 
9. but none which can excuſe the former, 


wo 
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vii The PREFACE. 
| How might he tell them alſo (as that ſame 
| Author goes on) © ILL-NATURE is another 
| - « dreadful Imitator of Zeal. Many a good 
Man may have a natural Rancour and Ma- 
| © lice in his Heart, which has been in ſome 
| © meaſure quelled and ſubdued by Religion; 
but if it finds any Pretence of breaking out, 
„which does not ſeem to him inconſiſtent with 
| <@ the Duties of a Chriſtian, it throws off all 
„ Reſtraint, and rages in its "full Fury. Zeal 
6-18 therefore a. great caſe to. a malicious, Man, 
| © by makinghim believe he does God ſervice, 
„s whilſt he is gratifying the Bent of a perverſe 
WE. revengeful Temper. I love, Brethren to ſee 
| < a Man zealous in a good Matter, eſpecially 
„ when his Zeal ſhews it {elf for adyancing 
 « Morality, and promoting the Happineſs of 
4 Mankind. Let them therefore (Says the 
- « ſame Author) adviſe this Generation of 
Wranglers for their own and for the publick 
& Good, to Act at. leaſt fo conſiſtently with 
0. thavlelres as not to burn with Zeal for Ir- 
K religion, and with Bigottry for Non-Senſes ”. 
But alafs,! my dutitul Advocate inſtead of | 
labouring ſuch Topicks as theſe to abate their 
Fury, puts the Argument in tlie moſt invidious 
Tight to irritate their Spirits and provoke their 
Rage. He artfully changes the true State of the 
Queſtion, and his reſigned Admirers are made 
| to believe, That it is a Diſpute, not about the 
Object of Forcknowledge, but about Fore- 
knowledge it ſelf; Not whether there be any 
future Contingencies. to be fore · ſeen, but whe- 
ther God Ca them. ; 
What 


What will be, muſt be : 
O R, 


Future Contingencies, no Contingencies. 


Reverend Sir, 


I is kind in you to accept 4 ſo 
{ſmall a Preſent as that of my E'- MW} 
ſlay. It was deſigned, I afſure Nt 
vou, as an Inſtance of my Re- | 
elt; tho' you, perhaps, might 
nmterpret it as a Challenge. TL ä 
have read your Remarks upon that Part of it 
which relates to Preſcience; am glad you think WW 
I have not tried with the Subject, and hope ä 
you are not offended, that any Notte which 
looks with ſo friendly an Apen upon the Pu- 
rity and Love of the Creator, is the Creature's 
Favourite, You had heard of my Reply long 
before this, but that I waited for thoſe other | 
1 Animadverſions, you made the World to expe 
VWould be loon publiſhed. I was the more de- 
ſireous to have ſeen them firſt, becauſe. they 
oP: you tell us, to be wrote by a better Hand 
UE EDD: than 
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| (2) 
than your own, 4 very ingenious Gentleman, . 
aud worthy Divine of the Efabliſhment. It 
is now above Eight Months, ſince we were 
put in Expectation of this curious Performance. 
What it is that has really delay'd the Publi- 
cation of it, is beſt known to the Gentleman 
and your ſelf. But ſince his Diſquiſitions ſeem 
to be conſidered by you as a kind of . 
to your own Letter, and are what Will, yon 
are perſwadged, be very acceptable, eſpecially i, 
to ſuch as are acquainted with abfratt Rea 
ſoning. It becomes me to ſuſpend my main 
Anſwer, till the World hath ſeen that elabo- 
rate Piece. However, I thought it not im- 
Proper in the mean time, to take a ſhort Re- 
View of the points in Controverſy. By which 
it will not only appear, how far we are agreed 
about them, but alſo that Mr. Norman, for his 
part, has quite miſtook the grand Queſtion, or 
at leaſt has fairly given it up. os 
The Principles upon which I go, and that 
the Reader was deſired in my Preface to take 
particular Notice of, may be reduced to the 
following Heads. 5 
3g That ſome things have been, 3 : 
mi ight really never have been, and that the 
ea s Sin and Deffruction are of this num- 
ber. The Buſineſs of that part of my Eſſay 
which. concerns Liberty, is to explain and ſet- 
tle this Point. There I have diſcuſs'd the - 


ral Agency of the accountable Creature, con- 


ſidered in its original State; and have obler- 
ved that a moral Agent is one, who is — 5 
e 


Ty 


of a moral Government, or of a Government by EIA 
Laws, enforced by Rewards and Punſoments. pas 


This Head 1 branch'd into ſeveral Particulars, 
and took Notice; 
That every Subject capable of ſuch a Goyern- 
ment muſt be a real Agent, i. e. muſt have a 


Principle of moving it ſelf, or of Self-determi- 


nation. He that is not in ſuch a Senſe an A. 
gent, has nothing to do; he ches do nothing, 
he can do nothing. Proper Action is above his 
Sphere, is beyond his Power; 3 he 1 1s paſi ive in 
all his Motions. th 
That the immediate Principle of Moral A- 
gency, in every Subject, is the #71]. All Mo- 
rality depends on the Action of the Vill. The 
Action it ſelf is indeed good or bad by its Agree- 
ment or Diſazreement with the Rule of Con- 


ſ(cience; but the Han 1s Seed or bad by che . 
Will. 


That ſo far as the Will; is accountable, it is r 


a free Ageut, i. e. it either has or had a Power 
10 att or not to act; or to act this or that. Aan WM 


1 accountable Creature, conſidered as account a- 
hle, is ever endowed with a Power, undeter- 
mined in its own Nature to the Choice either 
of Good or Evil, but yet that is capable of de- 


termiming it ſelf by chuſing or refuſing either. 
That the Will is not 1o free, but that it 


may be fixed by its own Af. For as all Li- | ö 


berty is, in its original and primary Deſign, gi- 
ven for the Benefit of the Agent that enjoys it; 
ſo it is therefore Sirem that the Agent u ſelf Il 
might Ir tt. _ 
A2, That i 


74455 8 
That the Way in which this Fixedneſs is 
introduced, or this Determination is made, is 
by an Application of the Mind (whether im- 

I partially or partially) to the Light or Evidence 
within its Reach. To ſay that the Will, tho! 

it cannot chuſe vz#hout Evidence, yet it may 
chuſe again all Evidence, -percerv'd and 
weigh, is, to me, all one as to ſay, Tho' a 
Ship cannot ſail without Wind; yet it may. 
ſail againſt all Wind. x 
That the Ligbt or Evidence applicable to 
the Mind, and adapted to direct and fix the 
Jill of Man, is either that which points out 
ll the real and be Pleaſure of our animal Life, 
and the tte Means to obtain and prolong 

that Pleaſure : Or, which diſcovers the proper, 

| the compleat, and Jaffing Happineſs of our 

18 N Life, with the ſhorteſt and Jr by Hay 


ll that leads to it. 


And Jafly That Man may not (by a Mi/ 
| application or Neglect of the Light and Evi- 
| gence that ſurrounds him) make tor himſelf a a 
wrong Choice, he has, conſidered as an account- 
able Creature, a Power to /u/pend the Act of 


b the -T hing propoſed, till he has examined, 
| whether it be really of a Nature, in it ſelf and 


& Conſequences, to make him happy or no. And 


that he might not be deceived, his kind Creator 


has took Care, that ſuch Reaſons for his Duty, 


and on the fide of his real Happineſs, ſhall 
| ever be in his Reach, as ſhall vaſtly outweigh * 
in themſebves any thing he can poſſibly put in- 


his Choice from being determined for or again 


(s 3 
to the oppoſite Scale againſt them. And God 


has given him a Power to put theſe Reaſons un- 
der his own Eye, all as well as ſome, and im- 
partially to obſerve the Difference upon the 
whole. The faithful Uſe of which Power is 
that which makes him a good Agent ; and the 
Neglect or Abuſe of it, in any Inſtance or De- 
gree, is that which denominates him a . 
Agent. : 
N Hereupon 1 laid it down as an 3 
Principle, that as ſure as Angels and Man in 
Innocency were under a moral Government, ſo 
ſure it is that they were truly free: And 
ſhew'd that this Freedom of their Wills, in 
their pure and created State, and the leaving 
them (at leaſt for a while) to the U/e of this 


bag 


| 
Freedom, were every way agreeable to the | [ 
Reaſon of Things, and to the Divine Goodneſs. We 
Which 1 rather enlarged upon, in Anſwer to a il 


printed Diſcourſe upon Providence, induſtrioufly 
handed about amongſt my People. In ͤ which 
the Author (amongſt many other unſayoury 1 
ee has theſe Words, „Nor can I 0 
« conceive any other Reaſon of the Entrance il 
« of Sin on the Angelick or humane Nature, | 
„ which were both created pure and upright, | 
« but this, that God was pleaſed to with-hold 
_ « thoſe ſupporting Influences (viz. before they 
ere forfeited) which were eſſentially ne- 
_ <« ceffary for their ſtanding in their Purity and 
« Uprightneſs, upon cpa their Fall neceſſa- 
« rily enſued ”. p. 7, 8. Thus making the 
1585 attual Fall of Angels and Man as neceſſary as 
"7M their | 


1 
their very E gs and Being; and ſo, to be 
no more their real Fault, that they were Sin- 
ners, than it was their Fault that they were 
Creatures. 5 
But to do Mr. Norman Juſtice, what ever 
ſome of his Principles may ſeem to infer, he 
utterly renounces this blaſphemous Tenet, So 
that, tho' ſome may be lo weak as to argue 
from an ee Decree of Redemption, to an 
abſolute Neceſſity of our grand Parent's Fall; 
| (without which Redemption wou'd be need- 
less) yet you are quite of another Mind. As 
it is, © you ſay, no Scruple with you to make 
the Decree of Redemption ab/olute, as well 
« as eternal; ſo you hope to ſhew, before you 
“ have done, (What every man befides your 
< ſelf may, Perhaps diſpair to ſee) that this 
-« may be maintained, without holding ſuch 
| © an ahſolute and eternal Neceſſity of Adam's 
Pall, as wou'd deſtroy his Liberty, acquit 
e him from Guilt, and charge his Diſobedience 
upon his Maker. 
I ſuppoſe your Argument muſt be this, That 
Adam was a Match for the Almighty, and had 
a Power to reverſe God's abſolute Decrees. 
But, I ſay, what ever may be in the Premiſes, 
| you abhor the Concluſion ; and will have it, 
| that tho” his Sin was eternally and infallibly 
certain to the Divine Mind, and in it ſelf ; (as 
you aſſert in p. 29, 30.) and tho' it was as ne- 
ceſſary as the Accompliſhment of the ablolute 
Decree of our Redemption; yet you are ſo 
ry. and 1o de in Four way .of "i | 
| · 0 


Conſcience, with the common Strivings of the ö 


it) 


that you can, notwithſtanding, ſee his Sin ſo 
intirely dependent upon the Liberty and Free- 
dom of his own Will, as to be at the fame 
time really contingent, or (as you there an 
it) what night not have heen. 
My Second Principle is, That the Grace of 
Cod was never defigned to 'Supercede or render 
uſeleſs a Liberty of Choice in Actions ftrialy 
Spritual, but rather to refore and encourage 
uch a Liberty. This is the Subject of my ſe- 
cond Letter, entitled, The moral Agency of Wi 
the accountable Creature in its lapſed and 
fallen State. And then in anſwer to this Query, 
[ Whether, befides the Rule of Sanitification 
in the Word of God; beſides Chriſt's Example 
and Pattern; beſides the external Call by Pre- 
cepts and Prohibitions, by Promiſes and 'Threat- 
_ nings, or by the Rewards of Virtue and the WI 
Puniſhments of Vice; and the internal Call of 


Spirit by providential Diſpenſations, or other= |} 
wile ; whether, befides all theſe, there be any 
further Help yet needful to render ſuch Aſſiff- 
ances effectual to our Sanctification 4 1 $97, i in p, I 
Antwer to it L obferye; 'vF 
That if ſuch Means are afforded us, that we 
might be holy by the Aſſiſtance of them, and 
wie be obliged to be holy by theſe Helps alone; 
then they muft, its plain, be ſiſicient to make 
us holy. And the Fault muſt be ours, and 
wholly ours, if we be not Sanctified by them. Il 
But if they were given as only a Part of thoſe 
Means which are neceſſary for our Sanctifca- | 
tion, 


6 J ) 
tion, they were neyer deſigned alone for this 
End ; and it canbe no Fault of Ours, that by 
theſe alone we are not Sanctified. 
1 We muſt diſtinguiſh between our own and 
1 the Spirit's work in our Sanctification. Our 
i own Part may be ſufficient for us, in point of 
Duty, and in order to entitle us unto the 
Spirit's Help; yet it may not be ſufficient for 
our Sanctification without the Spirit's Aid. 
They may be both needful for our Holineſs, 
tho” not both needful to be done by s. 
What is neceſſary to Jead the way to our 
| Part muſt be done by the Spirit, before our 
Part can be dye, can be poſſible. And they are, 
I conceive, ſuch things as theſe ; A Defre to 
be compleatly and for ever happy ; Capacities 
to judge, upon an impartial Enquiry into what 
offers, what Ends are the beſt adapted or ſuit- 
ed to make us happy, and what are the fitteſt 
Means to attain theſe Ends; A Principle of 
| Liberty to move this way or that way, to 
ſearch here and there in Queſt of true Happi- 
neſs, and of the Way that leads to it; and 
the Preparation of ſuch Truths as are ſnfficient 
to direct us to our great End, and to point out 
the way thither; 7. e. ſuch ſacred Verities ſo 
clearly explained, ſo well atteſted, and ſo re- 
_ commended by their intrinſick Excellency and 
promiſed Rewards, as are proper and ſufficient 
to produce that dutiful Reſpect unto the Laws 
of Chriſt (when we do, as we nay, duly ap- 
ply them) which ſuch means either can or ought | 
F themſelves to produce. This is a work 
: needful to go before, in. order to put the Sin. 
„ r 
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ner into a new State of Trial; and may be 
call'd the Spirit's previous Aſrpances. 
There is a Work of the Spirit, that is neceſſa- 
ry to attend our Part, and to go along with it. 
Our Part now is to make a virtuous uſe of 
that Principle of Liberty we have received, 
that we may find out what is that Good which 6 
will make us happy, and what are thoſe Means 
that are appointed to /ecure it; not toſhut We 
our Eyes upon the Light, nor to take a paſling 
and tranſient View only; not to form our 
Judgments and our Reſolutions raſhly, nor 
pet to ſuſpend and to defer them needleſsly ; 
not to come to a practical Concluſion without 
a juſt Enquiry, nor yet to delay it, till the 
Evidence grows clouded, languid, and feeble 
again ; but to be diligent and impartial in our 
Searches, deliberate and timely in our Refolyes. Wh 
And the Spirit's Part is to maintain the Fa- 4 
culties he hath thus created or reſtored; to 
preſerve the great Sanctifying Truths of the i 
Goſpel, with reſpect to their Clearneſs and 
Authority; and to keep them not only in 
Being, but within the Reach of our E nquiries, Wi 
that theſe ſacred Records, with the Meaning, {WW 
Certainty and Importance of them, may be 
viſible unto thoſe who are deſireous to ſee them, 
and to be influenced by them. Without theſe 
previous and accompanying Aids of the Spirit WW 
we indeed can do nothing; but then theſe are iſ 
Aids that are received already; and it is an 
Error and a Fault to ſay, that with theſe we 
can do eas. t They are the Talents put 
: 5 B 18 into 


« 10 
into our Hands to trade with; and our Neg- 
lect or Abuſe of them is that which makes us 
I fo guilty, and our Defrutzion 10 much our 
nere is a Work of the Spirit that follows 
after our Part, and is neceffary, at leaft to com- 
| pleat and finiſh our Sanctification, 1 Thefſ. v. 23. 
| Theſe affiftances are various, and Ny times 
f myſterious, ſuited, like the Recipe's * of a 
Doctor, to the different Diſtempers of different 
Patients, or to the different States of the ſame 
Patient. And what chiefly concerns us here, 
is to be well perſwaded, that with reſpect to 
theſe further Aſſiſtances, our Part (redn 
to the eſtabliſh'd Rule of the Goſpel) is to lead | 
ll the way; and that there is a fure and certain- 
Connection between our diligent Endeayours, 
and theſe crowning and finiſhing Aids, a Con- 
nection in point of Proms/e and Right, tho 
not always in point of time, Lyke xi. g-——13. 
And Jafly, L obſerved, That we muft diſtin- 
guiſh between the Help which is neceffary to 
the Being of Sanctification, and that Which is 
neceſſary to the MH ell-being of it. Was it 
|| poffible for a Perſon by an early, vigorous, and 
_ conſtant Application of his Faculties to the 
| Goſpel Remedy, to attain to Holineſs, without 
| any further Aſſiſtances and Aids of the Spirit ; 
(as it muſt be poſſible, if Man be obliged to 
be holy by Aſſi ſtances already received alone ;) 
yet. this is further Help may be needful to make 
465 Sanctification more eaſy, more /peedy, and 
more compleat. Therefore in Compaffion to 
2 us, who have loſt 10 many N and 
are 


n 
are ſo prone to tire and to divert unto things 
of leſs Neceflity, the blefled Spirit, over and 
above the Helps already provided, meets the 
Sinner at his ſeveral Ordinances, and there by 
methods ſuitable to his own and our Natures, 
facilitates and promotes the Work. Lets and 
Hindrances are kindly removed; Divine and 
ſuitable Truths are brought ſooner in our Way, 
and continued longer in our View. He finds 
means, at the beſt time, to bring to our Remem- 
brance what we formerly knew, and to ſet re- 
vealed Truths in ſuch a Rangement before us 
(whether by Inſtruments or without them) that 
we ſee in them as thus ſituated and related, 
more of their Divine Senſe, Excellency, Impor- 
tance and Attainableneſs, and of our Intereſt in 
them, than otherwiſe we ſhou'd do 
Thus, Sir, in complement to your better 
Judgment, 9. 41. and for the Benefit of ſuch 
as have not my Eſſay by them, or Leiſure to 
_ peruſe it, I have contracted in a narrow Com- h | 
paſs the Subſtance of what was delivered there 
concerning Liberty and Grace + which you 
think it prudent entirely to paſs by, only with Wi 
this looſe Reflection, That it © is not owing, Pave il 
« you aſſure me, to an Apprehenſion of my ha- W 
„ ving conſidered them in a manner ſo very 
clear and unexceptionable, as to leave no 
room for the Animadyerſions of an Oppo- 
« nent.” But, 6 I am not accountable for 
another Man's Apprehenſions; ſo the Reader, 
I'm perſwaded, will be ſo juſt, as to ſuſpend 
1 his Cenſures, till you have made your Appre- 
. — Ws henſions 


( 12 ) | 
henſions good. What I would obſerve, in the 
mean time, is, How eaſy a matter it is for an 
Opponent to invent Objections, and eſpecially 
if to carp and to object be his chief Peſign and 
Talent, and that in all caſes, it is an 1 eaſier 

thing to find a Fault than mend one. But Why 
do you ſpare me then? Is it from a Tender- 
neſs to your Friend? Alas thoſe that are moſt 


partial in your Favour muſt needs ſee a manifeſt 


Diſpoſition running thro' your whole Letter 
to guarrelrather than to argue, and to expoſe 
the Author rather than his Cauſe. No; tis 
owing, you ſay, © to a want of Time for con- ; 
« troverſial Purſuits ” Strange! ! And yet 
ſpend ſo much of that precious Time in Remarks 
(as ſome think) ſo foreign to the Point in Hand, 
to the no little Diſſatisfaction of the moſt judi- 
cCious Part of your Readers. But your chief 
Diſcouragement is © There is no Proſpe& of 
« getting over the Difficulties attending thoſe 
« Arguments. How come you then to 
launch into the preſent Controverſy ? For, © af. 
A ter all, it muſt be allowed, you ſay, that 


1 = « the certain and eternal Prefcience of contin- 


[ < gent Events, is not eaſily to be accounted 
E314 tor ”. . Moſt certainly fo, eſpecially if it 
Ul ſhou'd appear, there are no ſuch Events as are 
both future and contingent to be fore-known. 
But, to bring this Head to a Concluſion, 
however we may, differ in our Sentiments about 
the Manner of treating theſe Topicks of Li- 
herty and Grace, we are, I take it, perfectly 
5 80 about the 85 france, viz. that there is . | 
1 rea 


* ny 
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Power to work; “ and we cannot chuſe, till 


tices Hiritual, and the Arguments of Invita- 


e 
real Conſiſtency and ſweet Harmony between 
them in the Affair of Man's Salvation, and 
Recovery by Chriſt. Witneſs that remarkable 
Paſſage you quote out of my Eſſay with Ap- 
probation, That we cannot work, till we have! 


we have Liberty; and we cannot be under a 
Law, and Promiſes and Threatnings, it we 
« cannot chuſe.” This 1 had laid down as a 
certain and evident Principle in p. 38. where 1 
was obſerving, That becauſe we have all No- 


tion to Obedience in Duties Evangelical, from 
Revelation and the Grace of God; therefore to 
this we owe the Liberty of our Wills, ö 
Power to chuſe in /piritual Things. Grace WM 
and Truth come by Jeſus Chriſt, and Liberty If 
of Will in thoſe Reſpects come by him alſo ; 
for if the Son make us free, then are we free 
indeed. And did we need human Authority Mi 
to ſupport this our Opinion; that taken out 
of Bp. Burnet's Expolition of the 39 Articles, 
is as full as any, and of as great a Weight with 
our contending Brethren. © Luther, ſays 
« he, went on long, as he at firſt ſet out, with 
« o little Diſguiſe, that whereas all Parties 
&« had always pretended, that they aſſerted the 
« Freedom of the Mill, he plainly ſpoke out, 
and ſaid the Will was #ot free, but enſlaved. 
« Yet before he died, he is reported to have 
changed his Mind; for tho' he never owned I 

5 that, yet Melanf#hbon, who had been of the 
L lame Opinion, did / reely retraff it; ſor 
which he was neyer blamed by Luther 9 's 

| As p. il 
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As to that popular Cry, as if the Advocates 
of moral Liberty were Enemies to free Grace; 
I may appeal even to their own Conſciences, 
who is it that exalts the Rzches of Divine Grace 


moſt ? They who plead for ſuch Grace, [or 


gracious Aſliſtances]-as may be had, as is freely 
Promiſed; or they who plead for ſuch Grace 
as God hath left himſelf free to with-hold, af- 


| ter all that the Creature can do to procure it? 


Nay, which God is reſolved notwithſtanding to 


deny unto the mot? who yet for the want of 
it ſhall not only be deny's Heaven, but ſhall 
ſuffer the Vengeance of eternal Fire. Should 
they tell us, whilſt we add to the Riches, we 


take from the Freene/S of Divine Grace; would 


they not do well to conſider? that if the Grace 


of God ceaſes to be free, when it it is poſſi ble 
to be had, or is what the Creature may pro- 


cure; does it not ceaſe to be Grace or Favour, 
When it is zz2Pofibl2 to be had? or, is what 
rhe Creature cannot procure © The Grace and 


Favour lies, I conceive, in the Attainableneſs 
of Saving Help; the Freene/s of the Grace, in 
the Unde/erveaneſs of the Promiſe to thoſe that 
ſeek it. Wretched Advocates they, for that 


| _- bleſſed Goſpel, which brings Peace on Earth 


and Good-will to'rds Men, and which we have 
a Commiſſion to preach unto every Creature 


under Heaven! Firſt to make the Grace of 


God of ahſoluie Neceſſity for all; and then to 
make it ahſolutely uncertain, whether all, whe- 


| ther any upon the Face of the whole Earth are 


| [ under a Pofibility of having it! How do they 7 
bi torture the confrajining Love of Chriſt, till they 


have 
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have extracted all that's Jovely out of it, and | 


ſet it in ſuch a difaftrons Light, as to fright 
Men into Enmity and Diſpair! 
But to proceed to the third Principle laid 
down in my Preface; © That tho' all Things 
future be the undoubted Object of the Di- 
« vine Fore-tnowledge ; yet the ſinful free Ac- 
« tions of the Creature were not always fu- 
© Fre, what would certainly be, but only pe- 
« ble from Eternity, what might or might not 
„be.“ This is the chief Subje& of my three 
laſt Letters. And is it not as plain as Words 

can expreſs ? that the Diſpute here is not, Whe- 
ther God foreknows all 5 will he? Vou ſee, 
1 allow it in the ſtrongeſt Terms. And do my 
Adyverſaries contend for more? Can Mr. Nor- 
inan himfelf have read my Effay, have read the 
firſt Leaf of it, and not ſtand convinc'd, That . 
the only Diſpute i is, about what w/// be ? I'm 
fatisfied, you would, in any other Controver- 
fy, think your Opponent not worth your No- 
_ tice, that ſhould appear, either ſo weak, that 
he could ot, or ſo perverſe, that he would not 


underſtand a Point ſo plain as this. Yet, how- 


ever it is, whether thro* Willfulneſs or Weak- 
| neſs, or the better to engage the Paſſions of the 
ignorant Multitude on your fide, you have moſt 


= unaccountably changed the true State of the 


| Controyerly. And your implicit Admirers 
Cho judge by Title Pages, or only upon read- 
ing one fide) are made to believe, It is a Diſ- 
pute, not about what d be, but about God's 
Foreknowledge of what will be. Not whether * 
it 


3 | 1 

it was true from Eternity that all the Wicked- 
neſſes in the World would he? but whether 
God knew from Eternity, that they would he? 
Not whether there be any future Contingencies 
to be foreſeen ? but whether God fore/ees them. 
As if we were. both agreed, there are ſuch E- 
vents as are both future and contingent ; but 
that I deny'd or doubted of God's Foreknow- - 
edge of them. And that this unfair Turn of 
the Controverſy might be ſure to ſtrike every 
Eye, and wound the deeper, you entitle your 

Letter, Not Contingent Events, or Future Con- 


edge of them vindicated. Whereas every one 
who hath actually done, what Mr. Norman 
ought to have done, and indeed profeſſes that 
he Yias done; who has carefully read my Book; 
9. and with a Mind open to Conviction, muſt (I 
think) needs ſee this, that the Point before us, 
is, Whether there be any Future Events, that 


certainly be, and yet may never be? Or, Wwhe- 
ther there be any contingent Events that are 
at the ſame time future; what may never be, 
and yet will certainly be? Prove as well as 
air that there are ſuch Things, and III yield 
you the whole Cauſe : It is a needleſs Trouble 
to vindicate God's Foreknowledge of them. 
And till this be done, you will pardon me, if 1 
take the Freedom to tell you, you are only 
fighting with your own Shadow ; and all your 


Arguments, tho' introduced with never ſuch a. 


i /olemn Air, muſt be conſidered by the Judici- 


ous. 


tingencies vindicated; but God's Foreknow- 


are at the ſame time contingent; What will 


_ — 


(#7). 
ous. and Impartial, as nothing better than a 

\ pompous Trifle. Let. us come cloſe o the 
Point. 

"oz 06:08 poſſible to prevent what is contingent 
by your own Confeſſion. But is it poſſible to 
prevent what will be? If not; then what will Pg 

| be, is not contingent : If it be poſſible, prove I} 

4 the Poſſibility, and Im content. The Preſci- 
ence or Fore knowledge of God hath really bo- ³ 
thing to do in the Debate. And this pother 

about it can ſerve no End, but to caſt a Miſt 

before the Reader's Eyes, whilſt ſomething 
elſe, than what 1 is i in Hara, is foiſt- 
ed 1 in. boner = | 

Should any deny. a Circle to be a Nate; :- 

how would it look for his Adverſary to beg i 

the Queſtion, and to entitle his Anſwer, God's 

| Knowleage of a Square-Circle vindicated ? Or, 
in that Controverſy with the Papiſt, Whether 
the Elements in the Lord's Supper are or can 
be trantubſtantiated ? What would you think, 

if our Antagoniſts ſhould firſt take it for prant- 

_ ed, that they are or may be thus changed; and 
then make the Point only to be, whether God - 

| knows it? And hereupon harangue upon the 
Incomprehenſibleneſs or Infinity of the Divine 
Knowledge. Let them put but the Queſtion | 
fair, whether Bread is or can be Bread and yet 
Fleſh? Whether Wine is or can be Wine and 
yet Blood? And the common Reaſon of Man- 
kind would eaſily diſcern the Abſurdity, and 

_ readily anſwer, no, no. But now let a Sophiſ- 
ter alter the State of the Quettion, and make 1 
3 189 it 
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i a Diſpute, not 1 * the Thing be ſo, ot 
is poſſible to be ſo? But whether od knows 
[1 it? In this Caſe a weak and devout Mind 
might heſitate a while; leſt to anlwer in the 
[Negative, and to ſay, God doth not know that 
they are, or that they can be thus changed 
| ſhould be call'd a Denying a Divine Attribute, 
ox the Omnz/cience of God. But the Diſcern- 
ing and Judicious eaſily ſee thro' the Impoſe 
ture ; and would at once allow, that whateyer 
is, God knows that it is; and what ever is 
Pa ſible, he knows to be pollible. | And would 
oOblſerve, that the real Debate is, Whether ſuch 
2 Tranſubſtantiation as the Papiſts contend for, 
be either in falt true or poſſible to be true? chat 
is, Whether for Bread to be Fleſh and yet Bread, 
is not all one as to be Bread and — Bread, 5 
Fleſh and not Fleſh? Or, whether for Wine to 
be Blood and yet Wine, be not all one as to be 
Wine and not Wine, Blood and not Blood? = 
80 here, the Reader ſhould carefully take No- 
tice, that the Queſtion is not at all, whether 
God fore-kyows future Contingencies, if any 
_ Contingencies be future? But the real Enquiry 
is, whether any Contingencies are future, what 
8 will be? or, only poſſible, what may or may 
not be? Or thus, whether for an Event to be 
_ contingent, and yet future, be not the fame as 
co be contingent and not FORLIDEnT 3 future 3, 
and not future. | 
If This Change of the Quettioh i is an old d 2 
| and what meets with a a Rep roof | in 
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4 he, when they grow warm, are ready to 


« into this Fallacy : They dreſs up the Opi- | 


c. nion of their Adverſary as they pleaſe, and 
& afcribe Sentiments to him, which he doth not 


« acknowledge; and when they have with a 


great deal of Pomp attack'd agg confounded 
« theſe Images of Straw of their own making, 
c they triumph over their Adverſary, as though 


they had utterly confuted his Opinion. Tis 


« a Fallacy of the Time kind, he goes on, which 
« a Diſputant is guilty of when he finds that 


« his Adverſary is too hard for him, and that 


he cannot fairly prove the Queſtion firſt pro- 


& pos'd, he then with Slyneis and Subtlety 1 


4 turns the Diſcourſe aſide to ſome other k in- 


4 dred Point which he can prove, and exults 

4 in that new Argument wherein his Opponent 

4 never confradicged him. * ” Whether, Sir, 
Fou have given any Occaſion for my pointing 
out theſe Paſſages, © is ſubmitted, (to uſe your 
own Phraſe) © to the World and to your ſelf.“ 


Tho' I find it the more difficult to excuſe you 
here, not only becauſe there is not a ſingle 


| Phraſe or Word (as I remember) in my whole 
Eſſay, that looks this way, as if I doubted of if 
God 1 


s Foreknowlege of what will he, when it 


zs true that it ws; be; or, of his Foreknow- 


ledge of Future Contingencies, if there be ſuch 


Contingencies: But I every where ſpeak of the ifW 
 Knowleage and Foreknowledge of God in as 
ample, auzuff, and venerable Terms, as you | 

: dvds felt have done. _Nay, it is one of thoſe | 
NF. OT. Things 


* Vid. His Trane of Logic in 1290, P. 470, 477. 
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} « ly with ſome Variation in Language,” that 
the meaneſt Capacity and the moſt partial Rea- 


f 
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Things, which (as you complain) © I thought 


it moſt proper to ſay ſo often over again, on- 


der might be utterly inexcuſeable, if they miſ- 
repreſented me in this Reſpect: and that thus 


by keeping my own and the Reader's Eye ſo 
ſteadily fixed on the preciſe Point in Diſpute, I 


might neither wander from it my ſelf, nor ſuf- 


fer others to wander from it, or ſubſtitute any 
thing elſe in its Room. You, Sir, have made 


it neceſſary, and muſt bear with me, if I tran- 
{cribe ſuch Paſſages as plead my Innocency. 


Don't I tell the Reader in my three Letters? 
« All things that are knuowable God doth know ; 
4s all things that are foreknowable, God doth 


c foreknow.” Don't I complain in my Appen- 


Z dix? I am ſurpriz'd.that any ſhould ſo far 


ec miſtake my Notion, as to apprehend I deny 


« God's Omni/cience or Foreknowledge. It ne- 
« yer was any doubt with me, whether God's 
_ « Onniſcience does not take in the whole Com- 


« paſs of Truth; or whether the Divine Fore- 


c knowledge does not extend unto all future 
« Truths. So in the Introduction to my Eſſay 
I obſerve; © That God ever knew all that was 
«eyer true, I unfgignedly believe. All eter- 
« nal Truths, I elehe, God knew to be 
true from Eternity But ſuch things as are 
only true in time, cannot, I think, be known 
<« to be true before all Time. For what 
_ « Perfection in Knowledge can it be, to know a 
« 'Thing to be true, before it js true ? No more 


chan 
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«, than it is to know a Thing to be paß, while 

« it is preſent, Again, what can be more P 

full and to the purpoſe than that in the o5th I 
Page? Where I oblerve, © Whatever is Polſible mm 

God knows to be poſſible ; whatever is paſt, | 
„ God knows to be paſt; whatever is  prejent, | 
« he knows to be preſent; whatever is future 

« or to come, he knows to be future or to come; | 

« whateyer-is certain, or that cannot be other- 

« wiſe, he knows to be certain, or that it can- 

not be otherwiſe; and whatever is really un- 

« certain , or truly contingent, he kyozws to be 

| 

' 

| 

| 

| 


0 really uncertain, or truly contingent, vin. 
« that it may be, or may not he; or that it 
may be thus or thus. So, dow t I remon- | 
ſtrate againſt your State of the Controverſy in 
theſe Words ? “Give me leave, Sir; the Queſ- | 
tion before us is not, whether God Has a 
<< Foreknowlege of all that is future? Nor, 
< whether the ab/olute Predifions upon Divine | 
Record be not an Evidence of it? I grant 
them both. But the Diſpute is, whether a- 
« ny thing that is future, be at the lame time | fi 
8 contingent « ? What is future, | will |] be; 
What is really contingent, | only may be. 
Now can an Action be known, both that it 
4 will be, and that it only may be at the fame || 
time? Can Predictions prove that things I 
« which differ are yet the /ame ? No more If 
than they can prove [ F] to be C ] or If 
C2 Ito be 14 Now do you in your 
| Letter to much as attempt to ſhew, either that 
5 * Notion of ume is Wrong, or my 
Rea/on- 1 


© 38 ) 5 
Reaſoning fallatious and weak? 80 p. 1 07. 
« T agree with you, that when ever it is frue 
« that any thing Gall come to pass, G0 
< knows it to be true. And I ſuppoſe you will 
* not maintain, that he knows | it to be true be- | 
« fore it is true. 
If the Reader would have yet. freer Evi- 
Jence of my Innocency in this Point, let him 
turn to the following Pages, p, 93, 95, 96, 2 . 
99, 104, where he will find ſeveral Paſſages as 
ſtrong to this Purpoſe as any already quoted, 
i Such a cloud of Witneſſes have I to theres 
# 0 {elf from the Reproaches, that have been 
| itcouſly caſt upon me on this Score, as if 
1 I had deny'd a Divine Attribute, and particu- : 
larly the Omnz/crence or Foreknowhedge of God. 
I wiſh me of my Cenſurers cou'd fairly 1a nh | 
Half as much to clear themſelves of a much 
heavier Charge; Their detracting from, 
to ſay their utter Subverſion of) even 55 = 
than one of the Divine Attributes, and ſuch 
too in which we have a more ſpecial Concern, 
* whether conſidered as Creatures or Chrifians ; 
I mean the Divine 1 Fulice, Goodneſs 
and r. 
My fourth Principle was this, © That ſuch 
ce Prophecies as are referable to the Actions of 
moral Agents, are either only conditional, ac- 
„ cording to the great Standard laid down by 
God himſelf with reſpect to the Prediction of 
4 National Judgments and Mercies, Jeremiah 
< xvii. 9.8, 9, 10. Or, if the Predif#10n of ſuch 
« Aftjons be abjolute and peremptory, the He- 
tions 
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(23). 
. ions themſelves are no longer free, what nay 
or may not be, but are 6 Ann 
« now, and muff he.. 
hut you ſeem to be of a very different Opi- 
nion, and to hold, That the Actions of moral 
Agents may be abſolutely foretold and yet free; 
Nay, may be ſtill contingent and what may not 
be, tho' they be abſolutely determined now, 
and muft be. This marvelous Paradox you fa- 
| your us with in the 22d, 23d, and 24th Pages | 
of your Book. There you tell us, That “Ju. 
66 x wy was under 10 Neceſſity of betraying 
* Chriſt, nor were the Jews compell'd to cru- 
6 cafy him ; that they acted freely in bringing ⁵ 
« about theſe Events, and that the Events 
« themſelves muß belong to the Claſs of Con- 
« F;ngencies; ” that is, of things that might page 
not be: And yet in the ſame Breath you tell 1 
us alſo, Thele very Events, among others, 1 
vere ab/olutely foretold, and « that it was ge-. 1 
« cefſary they ſhould exactly correſpond with | 
« 2 Predictions; and, that “ if it had ben 
„ Doffible for Things thus predicted not to have 
« 1e true, you cannot ſee that the Prophe-= || 
4 cies themtelves would have been of any Sig- 
„ nification.“ Now this, I humbly conceive, is 23, (| 
to be at. Variance with your ſelf; to /ay and 
unſay; to affirm that Fudas a the Fews Ii 
Were and were not under a Neceſſity of offen- 
ding. What is it, but to make the ſame EK— ä 
vents contingent and not contingent ; neceſſary, W 
and not neceſſary; And to inſinuate, that. this 
was all their Crime, my Wold not _ to 
5 | O, I 
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1 1 it was really impoſible they fbou'tl 
not do? 1 appeal to the unbiaſſ'd Judgement 


cf every Reader, learned or unlearned; wWhe- 
ther if your Words have any Meaning at all, 
this be not the evident and plain Meaning of 


them. Thus your Cittadel, your ſtrongeſt Hold 
is loſt at once, and all your towering: Hopes 
built upon the Foundation of abſolute Prophe- 


cies fall flat to the Ground, never to riſe more. 
You at once grant me all 1 contend for upon 


this Head. So that what I undertook to prove, 
and that you allowed me, would be an efec- 


tual Anſaver to your, Argument from Prophe- 
cies, could I make it out, you have here kindly | 


done to my Hand: vg. © That if theſe Snfu} | | 


Events were ab/olutely foretold; they were 
& not at the time of ſuch Prophecies moff con- 
( tingent Or, if they were even then of the 
Number of {uch, Actions as were mf cont in- 


gent; they were only conditionally foretold, 
« or prophetical Threatnings only,” And whe- 


1 ther the Solution I there give of the Difficulty 


from Prophecics, looks not with a much great- 


er Reſpect upon all the nora] Perfections of 
God than your own Hypotheſis; and be not 
infinitely · more conſiſtent with the real Liberty 
of the Creature, (without which.all Religion 


and Virtue are gone) 1 durit ſubmit to your 


own inmoſt and impartial Thoughts to decide. 
Ihhbe nameleſs Author of a certain Pamphlet 
entitled, The Divine Preſcience of frees contin- 
gent Eve ents vindicated, Kc. daihes upon the 
lame Rock. Aſter a great. deal of Pains to 

9 55 prove 


* 


prove that ſome Events are. fulure and contine 
gent both; what will be, 110 yet may never 
be; And aſter an Appeal to Fropbecies, a- 
mongſt other Arguments, for the Support of 
this chimerical Notion; he frankly acknowled- 
ges, we know of no tuch Events as are both 
future and contingent. It is true, lays he, 
we do not certainly know that any thing will 
4 he, but what we certainly know mißt be, I 
“ and cannot but he. So that the very Pre- Pa 
ditions by which we certainly know, ( accor- 
ding to this Gentleman ) that free contingent = | 
Events will be, do certainly prove that the 
ſame Events muf# he, and cannot but be, 5, e. 
that they are neither free nor contingent. Burt NF 
why can't we certainly know it? I may defy 
him to aſſign any ſubſtantial Reaſon bur this; 
becauſe what 071} be, muff be and cannot but be. 
The Ideas deſtroy each other. While we are 
raiſing one Part of the Building, the other tum- 
bles down. The very Arguments by which |} 
we make out the Futurity of an Event, deſtroy |} 
Ws! Contingency, and ſhew that it mu be: 
and on the other hand, the Arguments we urge | 
to ſupport the Contingency of an Event, deftroy = 
it's Futurity, and prove that it only may he. 
The Bounds to which you contined 
« your ſelf, would not, it ſeems, ſuffer you to 
. enter into the Nature of Prophecies in Gene- 
ral, And yet till this be done, our Ditcour- 1% 
ſes upon Prophecies in Particular will, I fear, WW 
be very confuted and uncertain. 1 have there- | 
tore W at leaſt to ſtate and to adjutt this 


3 Matter 


= ( 26 ) 
4 Matter in my Eſſay, from p. 126, to 143, 0 
far as they relate to moral and penal Evils. My 


tl deſigned Brevity in this introductory 3 


will not allow me here to contract the Solutions 
and Difinttions laid down in thoie Pages, with- 
out an Injury to their Perſpicuity and Force. 
But to follow you in your own Method; 
As to the Words of David, Plal. 44. 9. 
Mine own familiar Friend in whom 1 irufted, 


Wn which did eat if my Bread, did lift up his heel 


again me. That they are applied. by Chrift 
belt unto. Fades, end that Chr | Gin | 
them as fulfiled in him, I readily own, John 
xiii. 18. But then the Queſtion is, whether 
WW thoſe Words wou'd not have been true, unleſs 
I they had been fulfHled in Judas? Or, whether 

David wou'd have been a falſe Prophet, or 

& the bleſſed eu an Impofor, it Judas had not 
 perfidiouſly betrayed him? The Paſſage you 
your ſelf acknowledge, © might be literally 
meant of another Perſon, as of Achitopheh, 
« or of ſome other treacherous Courtier. Then 
for any thing in the Words themſelves, they 

might have been true, had Fudas never been 


or had he been faithful to his Lord. So that 


tune only Difficulty is, in what Senſeé they are 
ſäaid to be fulſillad in Judas ? You think, “ in 
aas proper a Senſe, as if they had no Regard 

to any other Event: 4, e. They would have 
| been ſtrictly falſe, if Judas had not proved 
a Traitor; and ſo Chriſt, would 3 want- 
ed one of the neceſſary Credentials of bis true 


| Meſſiahſhip. But is not this to be a little 
at aue vith your ſelf . ? For ho- 
l ant; 13 5 then 5 


ol Chriſtianity has but little concern, let them 
be taken in a literal or an alluffoe Senie. See 


O73 b 
then cou'd they be literally meant of any other 
Perfon ? I might add alto; it one Part of the 
Text muſt belong unto Judas, and that in as 
proper a Senſe as if it had no Regard to any o- 
ther Event, the other muſt by conſequence be- 
long unto Chrif, and in as proper a Senſe too. 
Which yet can no more be true, than that our 
Saviour had fred againſt the Lord, had an e- 
vi Diſeaſe cleaving to him, and lay upon a | 
Bed of languiſhing. All which is there ſpoken 
of the Perſon, whoſe familiar Friend, in whom 
he truſted, lifted up his heel againit him, v. 4, 
8. L/aid, Lord, be mercifull unto me, heal 


my Soul, for I have finned again thee. An e- 9 


vi Diſeaſe, ſay they, cleaveth faff unto him 
And Year, [0 zeth, he rin 10 More. | 
And then it follows, yea, mine own familiar 
2 1 9 77 ges. 8 255 eat 
of my Bread, hath lift up his heel again 
8 bes any Paſſages 1 x of | 
Old Teftament, as this before us, are in 
their primary Senſe hifßorical, and can't by a- 
ny Marks inherent in themſelves be known to 
de prophetical, much leis to be a Prophecy 
concerning our Saviour, farther than they are 
adapted by and 10 himſelf in the New Teſta- 


ment for that purpoſe: As they in this Caſe k 
derive all their Authority from him alone, 10 
they can give no Authority to his Miſſion or 


Doctrine, more than they had before: And | 
therefore are fuch Paſſages, in which the Cauſe 


Pool's Annotations on the Titic of this Pialm. I 
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Confeſſion) 
of being perfaious.” 


conſiſtent. 


n 7 know whom I have choſen. 
W ſuffer it to be lo) that the Scripture may be 


1 0 1 
Not to mention, chat if Judas his Perfdionſe 


75 5 be abſolutely predicted here, then ( ſince 


holute Predifions are neceſſary by your own 
Judas muſt be under a Necelſ iy F 


But you'll lay, if this your Account of our 
Saviour's Words be mooufftent with uit ſelf, 
pray let us have an Expoſition of them that is 
Therefore, with Submiſſion to your 
better Judgment, I ſee no hurt, ſnould we ſup- 
pole the Cate to be thus: Our Bleſſed Lord 


"Fi reſolves to ſuffer the lurking, but obleryed 
Wickedneſs of 


Fudas to break out in ſuch an 
Inſtance of Ingratitude and Pertidiouinels, a- 
gainſt himſelf, the rather that What was hiffo- 
rically true of David, might be verified in the 
Son of David. If ye i know theſe things, happy 

are ye, if ye do them; I jpeak not of. you all, 
(i, e. ye will not all be ſo happy as to do them) 7 
But (i. e. I will 


fulfilled ( e. that what the Scripture. relates 


bi it = David, may again be . exempli- 
ed in David's. Sony 


He that eateth. Bread 
with me, hath lift up bis Heel againſt. ms., 


And the Context ſeems much to lavour- this. 
Interpretation. 
| VID told you) before it come ſo paſs, that 
Ss when it is come to pajs, ye may believe, that [- 
aw be, ver. 19. 

ment, not upon the Authority of David s Fre- 


Now I tell you, (NOT DA- 


Here Ubriit builds his Argu- 


diction, but upon the Accumpli /ament of his 
own. And therefore it is deuiyered by Chriſt 
and received by his Diſci PISB..7 as an Exent both 
new 


(29) 

new and unexpected, ver. 21, 22. Ihen Feſus 

Had thus ſaid, he was troubled in Spirit, and 
teſfiſied and ſaid, verily, verily, I jay unte you; 

(NOT DAVID) tha one of you fvall betray I 

me. Then the Diſciples looked one on another, 
ll doubting of whom he ſpale. And indeed it is 
| Highly improbable that the 7reavhery and Per- 
dition of Judas, ſhould be ab/olntely certain 
before his Exifence ; and be by an intallible and 

__ atyjolute Prediction made as neceſſany, as the da- 

1 its of the Lamb of God ana our Salvation 1 

by him, till by an incurable Avarice and Cruelty I 
of his own procuring, he had really made them | 

ſo. Beſides, where's the Contiagency of 7 udas W 

his Sin, if the Holy Ghoſt muſt have been in an 
Error, and Chriſt have been a Deceiver, it he 

had not thus ſinned? So that as to what you 

ſay, There are a Number of expreſs Prophe- 

« cies (the fulfilling of which depended upon ¹ 
the Behaviour of Men acting freely) of whole | 

„ punctual Accompliſhment we have undoubt= | 

« ed Aſſurance; and they oblige you to be- F 

« lieve ſuch a Preſcience as you defend and I | 

© oppoſe.” - Conſider, Sir, is every expreſs Pro- p ugh | 

pPhecy an ab/olute one? Remember the Caſe of R 

Nineveh. Or, is there no Difference between 

God's maling uſe of our free Agency to bring 

about the thing foretold, and a Prophecy's de. 

Pending upon ſuch. Agency for its Accompliſh- 

ment; Jacob's Lie was a Means to obtain the 

5 promiled Bleſſing; but did the promiled Blei- 

ling depend upon his Lie? Produce but one 

. e nes of chis kind, and it is eno'; 


i At 

5 1 
$f 63 1 
| 


| 30 ) 14, 
Pl yield the Point, I mean, a ; = Prophecy that 
Was not only conditionally, but abjolntely cer» 
tain at the Time of the Bedey; and yet ſo 
depended upon the Behaviour of Men acting 
freely, that it could not have been accomplifved 
without it; #. e. ſhew me but one Event, which 
was abſolutely ſure to be, and yet could not have 
been without ſuch free Actions of the Creature, 
which upon the whole night never have been, = 
any T own my ſelf confured. But to proceed: 
My Fifth Principle was this, < That the Di- 
s vine Mind knows no more of the Actions and 
Fates of an unmade World, than the Divine 
„. ii has. decreed: concerning them.” Here 
you differ from me, and chaſe to conceive of the 
Creature's Sin and Miſery as all eternally ob- 
jected to the Divine Underfanding, not only as 
In Zofible, but as future; not only as what may 
be, but as what i be, and this too without 
| @ Decree. Lou ask me therefore, Where is 
the Neceſſity of aſſerting an eternal Decree of 
Sin, tho” an eternal Foreknowledge be con- 
. « tended for? And I ask again, where is the 
Neceſſity of aſſerting the eternal Foreknowledge 
of Sin, where an eternal Decree is diſclaimed ? 
= * me one ſolid Argument from Reaſon, or 
a plain Seripture Tefimony to ſupport your 
Hypotheſis, and 1 have done. You know what 
that great Man, Mr. Clark/on, remarks about 
the Riſe of your favourite Notion. - © It was, 
< he ſays, an Invention of the Jeſuits the laſt 
« Ape [this of an eternal Foreknowledge with- 
_ © out an eternal Decree) to make good their 
ET os, Doctrine 
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| | 31 F 1 
6 Dodtrine of Free-will and Moral Grace, and 
ci to avoid the ſuppoſed Inconveniencies of the 
0 oppoſite Doctrine. But a very imprudent [1] 
and unhappy Device it was, ſays he, ſince it 
« involves them in thoſe very Abſurdities, | 
« which it was deviſed to avoid *”. And 1 
take his Obſervation to be juſt: For what God } 
infallibly forekngws, mutt, ſure, be iufallibly | 
true. Nor can you or I, or all the World hin- 
der that from being true, which is in, afallibly 
true. So that the wht mate rr of God jm- || 
Plies a Neceſſity ſomewhere, as much as a De- 
cree, whether it be the Cauſe of it or no. And I 
in this Particular I am fo happy, as tohave Mr. 
Norman himſelf, and the famous Bp. en 1 
(from whom you quote the Paſſage) both | 


my Side, V/2. -T bat what God foreknows, waff || 
R he; for thoſe are your very Words. Page j 
ow is that any longer contingent or free, 
which not only w be, but muf be, muft in- i 
Fallibiy be? Yet this infallible Neceſſity (you 
allow) the Ver Fore knowledge of an Event 
 fappoſes. So that the only Queſtion is, to what 
muſt this Neceſſty be aſcribed? Not to the fu- 
ture Creature For that which as yet never 
as, can neyer be the Cauſe of chat which 
euer Was. If it be true that the Creature's 8 in 
and Mifery wl/ be, there muſt be ſome Cage 1 
of this 7ruth : And if the ruth be eternal (as || 
you maintain) the Cauſe of this Truth +. ll 
be in time; unleſs the Effect can exiſt before, || 
: be on forojthout its Cauſe. 1 oy there muſt be 
ſome | 


* v Hu Diſewr 1 #1 Fre 2 * 114. 


„ 
ſome Cauſe of this Eb, unlefs you reduce 
'Things to that fatal? Neceſlity, that you would be 
thought to guard againſt. So that what TI have 
ſaid in my Eſſay upon this Head, remains, I con- 
cei ve, in its full Strength, p. 104, 108 , log. where 
I grant the Difference betwixt theſe two Ads in 
God, that of the Underfanding, and that of 

the Will» That the former only ſuppoſes the 
Object, the latter doth alto produce it. But 
then as the Object which the Underſtanding 
ſuppoſes, muſt either be produced, or be in its 
own Nature neceſſary ; it will follow, that this 
Propoſition, that Sin will be, conſidered as an 
eternal Truth, muſt be a Truth that is neceſſary 
in its n Nature, or Produced and made 1o by 
the Divine Will. For without the Decree 
nothing would have been future, nor known as 
WW - ſuch, This (I ſuppoſe) all will allow. Then 
WW certainly the bare Decree can make nothing : 
more to be future, than what is contained in it. 
Its eternal Futurity can never ariſe from the 
meer Act of the unmade Creature, no more than 
ſomething can ariſe from nothing. For the : 
Creature before all Worlds (as has been obſer- 
ved) was nothing but a Decree, or ſave what 
it was in and by the Decree; and therefore in 
this State could give Certainty to nothing fur- 
ther than the Decree did go. So that, as to 
what you obſerve, © That bare Knowledge i is 
no more the Cau/e of any Event, which be- 
e cauſe it is known, muſt infallibly- be, than 
\ your ſeeing a Man run, is the Cauſe of your 
6 running, which becauſe you do ſee it, is in- 


+. « fallibly 7 


2, 
4. fallibly ſo.” It is, with Submiſſion, no better 
than trifling with your Reader. Here accord- 
ing to your own Suppoſition, the Contmgency . 
in both Caſes is gone: For if what God foreſees 
muff be; it can no longer be true, that it way 


not be: And if what you actually lee, be in- | 


_  failibly ſo; he muſt be infallibly wrong, who 
thinks it ſtill in his Power to make it no? /o. 
Thus you firſt give up the Contingency of fore- 
known Events, and then vindicate God's Fore- 


knowledge of their Contingency. Beſides, the 


Queſtion is not, Whether K#owledge it ſelf be 
the Cauſe of an Event? But, whether in the 
Controverſy before us, it does not imply that 
the Being who knows it, is the Cauſe? That 
God may know, the exi/#img Creature avil} act 
wrong, and yet the Creature be the only cul- 
| pable Cauſe of it, none denies. But the Diſ- 
pute is, whether it will equally hold, with re- 


gard to the Knowledge of thole Things, which 


as yet are nothing, neither in themſelves, nor in 


their Cauſes, but what they are in the Idea 
and Pur poſe of him that knows them? An old 

 Auſwer may do for an old Objection till you 
ſhew its Infuſſiciency: Therefore I beg leave 


to obſerve again, There is a wide Difference 


between a Know grounded upon an Ob- 
e ject made already, and by an other, and a 
Knowledge drawn from an Olject I intend 
4 to make my ſelf. The former, it's granted, 

I implies no Cauſality in ine of what I know; 
” 00 the latter, I conceive, Aoes. For God to : 
&« forekngw, the Creature he is about 1 5 


(34) 


(if it be madle according to his own Model) 
& not only may, but dll ſin, implies, that he 
e deſigus to make it ſuch a Creature, as not 
« only may, but ſhall fin, and that either it was 
« the ill of God that it Aould fin, or out of 
« hi Power to prevent its ſinning.“ And if 
Authorities were of any Weight in 1uch a Point, 
you well know, I have Bp. Davenant, Mr. 
 Charnock, Dr. Edwards, Dr. Owey, Mr. Clark- 
on, and every Advocate for Calviniſin on my 
Side. I have mentioned a few of their Reaſons 
in my Eſſay; ſome of which, I am ture, did 
well deſerve your Conſideration; eſpecially 
that of a nameleſs Author. His Words ſhall 
- conclude this Head, © It is ſelf-evident, ſays 
„ he, that whatever is the Object of an abſolute, | 
» infallible Foreknowledge, muſt be ſomewhat 
© that is ed and determined. But whatever 
Event is determined to be, muſt plainly either 
ee he determined in it's own Nature, or elle it 
*« muſt be determined by virtue of ſome inmnuta- 
<« ble Order of things, independent ou the Deity, ; 
© or laſtly, it muſt be ſo determined by ſone » 
. particular, divine Decree. That it cannot 
« be loin it's own Nature is clear: For nothing 
C.. is more manifeſt than that ev ery particular 2 
vent, in it ſelf conſidered, is ahſolutely indif 
« ferent, either to be or not be. That it can- 
„s not be thus determined by virtue of any oo 
| © wutable, independent Order of Things is a 
Alike clear: For it is not only needle: 5 
c how fach an iumutable Order ſhould eſtabliſh 
es Kell Wit Lout the > I but this would 
hs render | 


„Will, on which all Things depend; fo no- 
3 thihg leſs than ſuch eerual Decrees could be = 
4 a ſufficient Foundation (concludes that learn- 


(3) 


( Ander the Creator of the World (like the 


cc Fuptter of the Stoicts, and other Pagans) a 


4 very inſignificant Being, incapable of any free 
Action, and unable to foreknow any thing 
„ without conſulting the myſterious Book of 
( Fate. It therefore remains, that as nothing 
*. could be ſufficient etemally to determine the 
1 e of any particular Event, but ſome 


« eternal, abſolute Decree of that ſovereign 


ed Author) of ſuch eternal, univer/al, infal- 


_ « };ble Foreknowledge, as is utually attributed 
4 to the Deity. CL 


We are now come to my fxth and laſt Prin- 


Borg ; which was, © That the Hu, Fall of 


« Angels and Men, with all the fyfu} and mi/e- 


“ yable Effects of their Fall, was no Object of 


« God's eternal and ao thai Mill.“ The 


Point, you know, is particularly ditcuts'd in my 


firſt Book, entitled, The Greatneſs of Divine 


Love vindicated, Kc. What I have further 
offered upon this Head, is to be found chiefly 
in the fourth Letter of my Ef/ay. We have no 


Immediate Concern with Mr. Norman here. 


You would be thought to be intirely with me 


in this Article; and ſeem to have no Friendſhip _— 
at all for univerſal Decrees : Nay, it is matter 


of Rejoicing to you, That Ant momiantſm, if 


_ © you may judge according to your little Ac- 


c quaintance with Men and Things, is very far 


* fem being the Srovelling Syfow at preſent. gl 


E 2 „And 


3 | 
And if it had as many Advocates as for- 
« merly, you could, you preſume, make as 
ſucceſsful a Stand againſt it, and plead 
e tor Preſcience at the fame time as I can 
upon my Principles.” It is boldly ſaid, 
but whether your Succeſs has been equal to 
ſuch Boaſtings, let the Reader judge. This 
is certain, your Pre/cience is as inconſiſtent 

with real Liberty as their Decrees., The 

 Foreknowledge you contend for, is (by your 

_ own Confeſſion ) certain and infullible; and 

4 in Conſequnce of this you own too, that what 

Cod foreknew before all Worlds wou'd be, 

= © wou'd come to paſs in time as he foreknew it, 

29.“ and that certainly and infallibly. And as 

i this was not enough, you go a Step farther, 

= and aſſure us, that it * yp . infallibly be. 

=; Now does ſuch a Pre/cience leave any more Li- 

= bertyto this or that, than the moſt ab/olute De- 

cree whatloever? You and they affect the Name 
ſtill, it's true, but the Thing it {elf is gone. 
The Caluiniſs are ſo ingenuous as to own the 
Conſequence ; © If the Will, ſays Mr. Glark/on,. 
( might or cou incline. otherwiſe than God 

« foreſaw, his Foreknowledge wou'd not be in- 

F fallible : For that excludes not only actual 

Error, but a Poſſibility of it. If then, adds 

wr < he, it be true from Eternity, that the Will 
muß incline this one May, it is not. indifferent : 

c to. incline that way or another; And ſo it's 

naadiſſerency, it's Freedom from a Neceſſity to 

= « incline but this one Way, is gone by their 

WW © own Principles; meaning Gentlemen _ 

8 x 
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Sentiments. And then he concludes, « They 
“ muſt either grant, that the Liberty of Man's, 
Mill is conſiſtent with a Neceſſity of inclining 
« one Way, and not another, or yeild that their 
© own Doctrine deſtroys it's Liberiy;“ And in- 
deed you your ſelf ſcruple not to allow me in 
. fo many Words, that a Foreknowledge of an E- 
vent ſuppoſes a Neceſity of the Thing fore- 
known: But then you call it an hypothetical K 
NMeceſity, © which (you pretend) is altogether 
. conſiſtent with the Contmgency of an Event, 
and with the Creature's Liberty. Whereas all pa 
Neceſſity, whether ahſolute or hypothetical, is 
ſtill Neceſſity. And what is really neceſſary, 

cannot be really contingent, or really free; un- 
leſs what is neceſſary, may not be. In this Syl- 


logiſm | If God foreknows that Sin will be, it j 
is neceſſary that Sin ſbowd be. But God fore- 1 
knows that Sin will be. Therefore it is nec 


ſary that Sin ſhoud be. | Tho' the Form of it 
be hypothetical or conditional, yet it is as cun- 
cluffoe, as if it had been categorical and ahſo- | 
jute. And as long as the Argument runs from 
a Poſition of the Antecedent, to the Poſition of | 
the Conſequent, the Inference is juſ and ſolid, 
vi That it is neceſſary that Sin ſhou'd be. 
Here again you have given'up the Point, and 1 
your future Contimgencies are no better than 
neceſfaryContingencies, or contingent Neceſſities. | 
And now ( to uſe your own Words with a lit- 
tle Variation) cannot help expreſſing my Fear, | 
that you have greatly weaken'd (if not lapp'd u) 


X Vid. His Diſcourſe of Grace, P. 119. 
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the very Foundation of all Religion, by taking 
away the real Liberty of the accountable Crea- 
ture. The Antinomans, (to lay nothing of 
© the Fataliſs here) I believe, are of that 
Mind, and perhaps, for that realon very * 
4 much applaud your Perſormance, which, 1 
© preſume, I may ſay I am ſorry for, without 
being thought to envy you any Part of your 
abs valuable Reputation.” And what you tell 
me, I don't ſtick at aſſerting, you don't ſtick. 
gt demonfrating alſo. That art eternal Fore- 
 « kuowledge of Sin as what il be; has all the 
Abfurdities of an eternal Decree of Sin, and 
« ſtains the moral Perfection of God as much.“ 
And if there be nothing ſhocting in the Ahſur- 
dities themſelves to a ſerious Reader, I can't 
magine, why the Manner of my expreſſing them 
ſmou'd be efteem'd ſo: Sure, Lam, I was very 


the chief Paſſages, and then leave it to your ſe- 
cond Thoughts, whether you had not been 
Ekinder to your {elf and xa Friends, had you 
WY expoſed the Weakneſs of my Charge inſtead of 
_ complaining of its Severity. What an horrid 
Idea of. the holieſt and beſt of Beings, I tell 
4 my Reader, muſt it give us, to ſuppoſe, that 
« all the Atheiſm and Infidelity ; all the Su- 
« perſtitions and Idolatries; all the Blaſphe- 
< mies, Oaths, and Curſes; all the Prophana- 
tion of ſacred: Things and facred Time; all 
„the Rebellions of Subjects againſt their Sove- 
ll « reigns, and the Diſobedience of Children a- 
W © gainſt their Parents; all the inhuman Cruel- 
FP 8 6 ties 


ſerious when 1 mention'd them. Lil tianſcribe i 


T9) 

« ties, « Jodly Rage, and bloody dee all 

« the 'W antonnels and Dae, the filthy 

„ Speeches and lewd Actions, the Fornications, 
. « Adulteries, Inceſts and Sodomies; all the 


« Couſenage, Oppreſſions, Thefts and Robbe- 
„ ries; all the Lies and Slanders, falſe Wit- | 


6 neſſes and Perjuries; all the Luſtings, Ima- 
« ginations and T houghts of the Heart, which 
& are evil and 'only evil; that theſe were- all 
. « certain and fixed Things before all Worlds; 
that both the actual Fall of Angels and 
« Men with -all the Wickedneſſes and Abo- 
4 minations that have appeared in the World 
4 ſince, or that ſhall break forth in all the 
« Apes to come, were, every one of them, 


with all their ſeveral heightening Aggrava- 


4 tions, abſolutely and unalterably fixed, not 
4 by the Creature's free Choice, but be fore its 


_« Exiftence.; fixed either by God's unchange- 


“ able Decree, or in his infallible Foreknow- 


* ledge, as firm and inflexible as any Decree E 


„ whatſoever.” And yet this is no more 

than what the Principles themſelves really 
imply; and what ſome that hold them have 
kern ſo ingennous as to acknowledge. e 
4 (lays Dr. Edwards) demonfrable from hence, 
i hat God foreknows all things, and particu- 
« Jarly the COMMISSION. of all the Sins of 
| 3 the World from Eternity, becauſe they werfe 
« pre-ordained by him. Much to the fame Senſe 
is that: Paſſage of Bp. Davenant's out of St. 


\ Auſtin, which he quotes as his own Senle al- 


1 oo . a May JO ha to bis Auditors ts 


1 tis 1 
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4 19 Purpoſe, do het her ye rum or oeep, hes 
4 ther ye receive the Word into your Hearts 


4er rejett it, yet inthe Concluſſon ye ſhall ALL | 


« be ſuch.as God, who is INVINCIBLE bas 
A DECREED ye SHOULD BE, as God who 
« ;s INFALLIBLE, FORES AW ye WOULD 
« BE. This (adds he) is a MOST TRUE Doc- 
« trine. But becauſe in the manner of pro- 
« Pounding it, it ſeemeth to ſeparate the End 


© from the Means, it is ſo moff true, that with- 
4444, ſays he, it is ' MOST WICKED, UNSE A- 


þ « SON ABLE, INCOM ENIEN T; not that 
4 the Saying is FALSE, but becauſe it is not 
c wwhole/omely applied to human Infinity. And 
yet this very Miſapplication of the Dodrine, 
tho' mot wicked, &c. muſt (if I take hin! 
right) be, Whenever it happens, as much fix- 
ed by God s invincible Decree, or in his in- 
alli le For eknowledge, as the very Doctrine 
it ſelf, 7. 66, 68. | 
5 © Yer, you think, T mould have been leſs 
4 forward in charging Conſequences upon their 


WE 7. Theology, which they. have always deteſted.” 
WW Why ſo? Since if the Conſequences be juſt 
and fair, their Theology is juſtly. chargeable 
Vith them; tho' the Theologiſt, T own, ought 


to be acquitted, while he appears Sincerely to 


bi deteſt them. Bur you'll reply, that © thoſe 


„ Divines who admit the Notion of Decrees 


W © into their Syſtem, have as exprelily g guarded _ 


“ againſt making God the Hut hor of Sin, as 
= © any other Writers. They have guard- 
8 ed 151 the Phraſe indeed, but not againſt | 
= | ” 73 ne 


1 


'« World on God, as the /ole Author of them; 
. and makes him the only Being in the Univerte 


; 
% 


« the Rules of eternal Reaſon and Fitneſs. It 
( deſtroys at once all moral Government in the 
„% World, and leaves no room for any ſuch 
1 Thing as Virweand V Vice in the 8 

„ for Rewards or Puniſhments, In a Word, 
“ ſays he, it jumbles Heaven, and Earth, aud 1 

Hell, and all together. Wou'd not a good, 
4 ſober judicious Heathen . tremble to hear it 

4 ſaid, that God decreed. all the Villainy and 
„ Wickednels that is in the World ” ? He goes 
on; Among all the Notions in Divinity, Which 
e have been mark d with Hereſy and Danna- 
4 tion I know not one that is more ſhocking | 
to me than this, That God has decreed from 
Eternity, whatever, comes to 4 
Had I not, adds he, as well be an Atheif, | 
as on a ſupreme Being, a firſt Cauſe, and 
& at the ſame time conceive of this Being as 
2 an Almighty =— — Leannot utter it. They 


— . pp : 
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- the Thing. - He that makes it neceſſary to Sin, 
is as much the Sinner (with Reyverence be it 
ſpoken) as he who Submits to that Neceſſity. 
And that you may ſee it is not my ſingle Opi- 
nion only, give me leave to ſhut up this Head 
with a Quotation out of a certain Pamphlet, 
wrote by a #amele/s Author of our own Opi- 
nion, againſt my Eſſay. His Words are theſe, 
„ This Notion of an eternal, univerſal Decree, 


« if purſued in a juſt way * Reaſoning, E 
all the Sins and Miiſerles that are in the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


« that acts irregularly, | that is, contrary to 


paſs in time. 


. iudeed 


6 
4 indeed, adds he, who entertain this Notion, 
« will not own the true Conlequences of it. 
They make a ſhiſt to Satisfy themſelves by 
« ſome ſenceleſs Diſlindtions. I have (he tells 
. us) known it ſaid that God decreed the Sin- 
« fal Actions of Men; but do not remember 
“ that J ever knew one lo hardy, as to ſay that 
God is the Author- of Sin. And then he 
. concludes, “ However, I verily believe this 
« Notion has had a pernicious Influence upon 
& Men's Manners, and has been attended with 
4 very ill Conſequences in human Life; but I 
„ Wonder, and I bleſs God, that i it has not been 
1 attendeck with worſe?. 
Having gone thro' the „ Principles in my 
e, and ſhewn under each of them, ho- 
far we arc agreed or diſagreed ; it will be caly 
for the Reader to obſerve that the Points in 
WW Controyerly between TY and me are : Ry $ 
thr C6 - 
I. You affirm, \ OT are fame. Bvent's: were 
i eternally certain without a Decree. This 1 
deny; and ſay, as no Events were certain hefore 
the Deeree, fo 0 other Events became certain 
pon the Decree, but what were contained 1 
. the „ 5 5 
2. You-hold, God ferekoew From Eternity, 

| that all the Sins of the Creature would be; and 
yet never decreed they /bould be. pes 1 
W | contend, if God ever knew they ond be, it is 
W vecauſe he ever decreed they /hould be : Or, if 
Wl | it was to the Honour of the Divine Mill not 
| | to decree that ſuch Wickednefle Should be, 10 
. | cou 


4 


| (69) mT 
could be no. Difoneis to the Divine N al not 5 
to know from Eternity they would be; but on- 
Iy that they myght or mght not be. 72 
3. Lou maintain, that ſome Events a arc bath wo 
future and contingent ; what will certainly be, 
and yet may never be. Ibis J alſo deny; W 
lay, While it is true they way never be, it can- 
not be true they certainly will be: Or, when 
it is once true they certainly will be, it is 
alſo true that they u be. 9 
Upon this /af# Point in Difference depend = 
the other two: Becauſe if there be no Events 
ll contingent and yet certain, it can be no Di- 
pute, Whether any contingent Events were 
eternally certain without a Decree ® Or, Whe- 
ther they could be known to be fo, but in the 
Diecree Since upon this Suppoſition they wil! 
not be certain at all, and therefore could not. 
5 be known as ſuch. SHE MY” 
So that you ſee, Sir, the Debate betwixt us „ 
may be reduted to this Angle Quęſtion, he- 
© ther it CAN be true of the ſame Event, at the 
ams time, both that t WILL BE, and yet MAY 
No BE? Or, in other Words, Whether there 
be any ſiuh Things as FUTURE CONTIN=- |} 
GENC IEC. To. inftance in Adam's Fall; 
WMhether it could be both ever true that he 
would fall, and yet really true that he igt 
_ have prevented his Fall? My Opinion is, There 
is a Neceſſty-either to deny the real Poſſibiliiy 
of bis Handing, or to deny the eternal Certain -. _ 
: ty of his falling. As the Afirmative is what 
4 Pale in ON the Proof lics at your Door. 
5 1 bare 
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